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T;_{ FUSSIAN REVOLUTION OF 1905t (by Solomon M. Schwarz,)
The Workers® Movement and the _Eomtigp_ of Bolshevism _Mwhm

University of Lhica.go _Press, Ch:.cago & London, 1967
Hoover Inatitut:l.on Pu‘blica.tion

'{ ‘I“his book by:a Mansheﬁk for the Intar-mliversity Project on .

q,,,.r""'

the History of the Menshevik Movement, (Columbia University has a .
- speclal Aychives of the Menshevik Project Protocols.of the interview:

with Schwarz, p.l4%), is however, both a scholarly work and has some
eapec.a.llv important theoretical and mractical information of IT who
was then a Menshevik, even though he acted and capke loped the theory
“of the permanent revolution, T4 is especially . anti + though :
in his youth, Schware was evidently a Bolshevik and es to make it
- apvear that they, the Mensheviks, wero for labor and the Bolsheviks
were for either guerrillas or Jjust diclatorship. Nevertheless, I want

- to ﬁ.ka s:.tr:e of suvexral very va.lua.ble facts:

is the Intrctuction on “The Bagic CoiwsFbion of the Reva .
e, ¢ though 1t is'not exactly I.cmcise v TiB. To B Done?,
; eless dncludes sone new facts such as {p.5 ftn.) that the Italian -,

in” 1892 't Gonoa and not the Erfurt P Programme in 1891 in.Cermany is _'

;1;: 1;:13 that ﬁ: mde the dim:.on betwesn progremme maximum and pzogra.mma .
: am.

5] aga.in ma.ligns Lenin on.the question of - "mistrua o:t‘
spontan ~In thé very ravolution where he certainly changed his mind:
o organizational question and working with ths spontaneois .-
masaes; claims that that is why Parvus and Trotsky "“who, strongly diﬂg.p.gread
‘the Mensheviks stand on pa.rticipauou,in gov: ent, ‘aavartﬁé&‘esrum-w ‘
: com'bom% witti‘the Menshaviks hzaghout 2 T e

’
Pael 1 ach:a.lly shows hardly. any difierence betwaen Leain =54 ‘l‘rOtqur on permae -
'.',f.nent ravolution, ' Indeed, heze (and again in the Appeuiix on parmanent revo- -,
- dutdon) there are more magnificent quotations fyom Lenin on that very subs .
:_J::t of continucus revolution thain all other places (and it-took IT until

pxpelled him be:t‘ora he m.ade reforancea to them in the History of the BR)

The rroletariat is setting out to build your bourgeols

'revolution for you, and it will tuild it in a way that will make it

easiest to rebulld on.sovialist lines when the longed-for we hour comes.”
(BE SURE TO CHECZL THE 3x4 CONGRESS, LENINS SPEACHES , ESP, THE P BT,
JUNE~JULY 150 "THO Tactics 04’ the S in- the Democra.tic Revolu ;ion®, fand

victory of a bourgeois rwevo-

Sl i % as a victory of the sourgenisie, 4
W The preponderantly peasant \

; 8 oppreasion by thé semifeudal big landommership,
the strength and conscicusness of the proleiariat alreagldy organizaed into
‘a socialist party--fmmim z1) these circumstances give our bourgeois revo-
lution e special character: This paculiarity does not eliminate the bour-
geols character of the mrevoution,.,..This peculiarity only makes for the
counterrevoiutionary character of omr bourgeoisie and [creates) the need for

’v/cﬁ.tomhip_af_the‘@cletaria.* and peasantry in this kind of revolution,"
o1, 15, p.irl,)(fussian . '
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on N 23. there iz the Q from

Provisional Revoluti.ona::y uovemmen-b :

Social Democrat in-bil ¢ j ‘ :

tinuens on P. 24 whexd - on "THp Tectics™

where the expresssion is even more praciae: The complite vietfB§é of the
revolution will be the end of the defocratic ovortura the

ing of -the decisive siruggle fox a socialist overturn.”7

‘ L . - And, oven .
m so 2 months later:"Frcu ths demberatic revolu‘bion we shall at onece ( 77
in to go on...to a socialist revolutkon, WE ARE FOR CONTINUOUS REVO~ .-

" beg
.urmn.m WE SHALL. TOP Y." Aod again in “Qommunication
B;'bout the. 3xd Congresg®:{"The }, TOV0 tionary genocratic dictatorahip of

Y the porletariat and peasantry®ends with "We shall make the Ryasian
ogue to the Buropsen socialish rewolution . . “1

Revolubion the Melsaesr Tirol
(Vol. 8. p-2'?"+)
" Anpd f:l.na.lly,/ﬁha Stages, the Direction and the :roepebs

: of the. Revolu'bion“ containa the ‘expression that the strugzle will be hoPeless P
"UNLIES THE  EUROFEAN SDGIALIST PROLEI'ARIAT COMES TQ THE AID OF THE RUSSIAN :

On p.a?, f‘tn 1&5. ‘the author also refers to y :
" Davelopuent of (hpi.ta.lism in Russia" (an on of Developuent of E’apitalism
‘in Russia, reproduced ‘in 1938 edition, Russian, D.7 says that if tha dsvelop-
..meat of agriculture . will continue along “Americxn"hourgeols : t:amtic ;,'f-.
S “rather than Prussian.or fewdal way, and will thius create thell peediest
o) b aad freent de'(elo:[:ment of the productive forces, with the -position’of 'I;hs
‘working and peass' l masses, then will oreate dhe. most favorable . con=
ditions for develomnent .he = working claasesm k) for -
the preaent and basic 7 socialist reconstruc*i:ion. '
'sa-ska;l

’ How this man can end that cha.ptar that the "chief ini‘erences for
the labor movemeni” about Bolsheviks is diselpline, fxme iron discipline
o .the lowerx levels, with the ultimate sentence reading "These divergaiicles
in their basic orlentations were at the bottom of 8511 the disputes kmbhom
‘about tactics hetween Bolshevlks and Henshe'vik-r: in 1905" I wil_ never mder-_

- stand.

/
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™n skipping the way to the cha.pter on "

_Herikers' Leputies! (the subsection is calle
ft‘EB'u'fgh he correctly Insists that the"opinionx rémaired
Bdbhevik ideology™’ it nevertheless is Tenin, pure Lentm;

totally opposed to alleged opposition to spontaneity@om such a s 1e

be conducted only by Social=Democrats or only under i

Secial-Democratic
flag? I would say no; I am still of the opinion which ’Im%maaed in What
Is To Be DOne? =~ namely, that it is not expedient to' 1l the composition

of trade unions, and consequently partidipition in the econom.c struggle,

to mombers of the Social~Democratic Party i alone.

. hat which wasn't published unti actually contains both the question

of not to limit the mewckrom? tion of the t.u. to memebers of the SDP

.and "at the igrisk of swrprising my readers even more, T must hovever state e
‘from the oub_.; 4pat here too it seems ineo:pedient to me to demand that th%\

~ Soviet jomt a SD prograsmme." , 14219




. mim, Schwarz THE RR OF 1905 P.3 of notes

: I*ee'e 11:. the Soviet of Yorkers? Deputies, as a center of political f

L rmmtiom leadership, is not too dax broad but on the contraxy too

" nafTo¥. .nn organization, The Soviet mury mroclaim itself tha provisional
-‘rm1!.t‘k£ona.ry goverment.” . —

s '—-.—-——-'-——_- A
ey - ’
I8 R * * ’ * -

- Now I'm s?ipping all the way to the & appendf§ on the pemanent

St wevolubloms oieag the Appendix starts by trying to maintain that Marx
‘ o L talked about the permanent revolution in the 1850 Address to the Commmist .
" Lotgue but naver re'lmmed. to 1t, which is uite fantastic when you read’
© both Civil ¥ar'in oo afd especially the 1881 Preface to theRussian
- edition of ™M, whers v predicts that Russia could a.ctually initiste
... the révolution in sshounenm ahea.d of all sdvanced countries, and whereas -
on . -agadn in 1905, in Germany, he shows that the phrase was used gven by Kautsky
2 'ua.mlsmlvhymlminga.rxim;,Slnngetsdmmtofactaa-ntheendontha..

A ,..._.'I.at. 'bhough tha.t is secondary he rweals
: 7ight with the Mensheviks in the a_Fall, 1905, an left Geneva
unichW’Eﬁ ’EE ¢h he spoka to
fn though the Dhrase itpelf does
5/ Jan - In Pa.rvus forawozd

X

ﬁ,idea;offeﬁiahéht/ zevolutkan with pax pheletiriat leading 15 never . .
vhed from thi sify-of the peasantwy and the pebit bourgaciaie ;
1uclud '*B'l’""'ﬁltenigentsia, incagable of playing an i.ndepandent

Xy April, a.nd here he refers to how IT J:e]ates thet idea in My Life,
which has to be ymbin-studied a'“e""ezr.)‘rhe. referance to “a corrective tc

‘_ ~‘-  . "__Lenin's resolution" which IT's friend L.B, Kreain wvas pcr:ese:rl'.ing o 'bhe' .

SR ‘18@1 CC of Subbotnik.b) Sc?ma:r:z quotes LT's exmression guits exbensival}' =
o ", who quoted Krasin quite extensively, adding "this is fou vecrba.tim "
IS ‘as in my thesis, ILenin, who had trestsd the ques‘hioq/'“ " theor ¥ .
' " in his main speech, tooX a very favorable view of Kras pproacit,.. the

. resolilon was revised acc rdingly " T

L ¢) Yhereupon Schwarz really does in for

. . ‘ the k111 anmdquotes a.nother mart of Krasin's speech at _

e Congress of the Bolsheviks as publis in 1959: "We are d

AR that the impending overturn will be ¥ political and not socmlist."

S ) ' d) Tne pa.rt that LT himself quotes; Rowever, in the 1

- - - portant as it is his commentary on lassalle's speech to the jury (pp.280-—281) :

* * * * * ;

pp.189-191 has a very fantastic thing about the fact that
Lenin had written an article, "Owr Tasks and the Boviets of yorkera' Deputies"
which was inteneded to be sent to Novaia Zhisn, but evidently waxn't, snd some=-
how it supoosedly got lost and wasn't published until Nov. 5, 19%0 in Prawvda,
The arbicle must have been read by Lenin to his Dolshevik corrades,

14220
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ting,. hwavex', painly net em erent roncepts oI Balsheviks, Mensheviks

3rd vor-iol of Iw netény en Sc g artz's The Revalutisu ef 190 this
' ;'.I.nd L'l‘, but en "fa.ctn, fac'ts, acte."

o e

S lsu_,. ® be seen is that the Appendices are almest as leng as the
o ‘. o tax‘t (S0 of the 354 pnges of the bLeek, 245 are text, all the rest are
\( 4 a.ppondicu) 'Except . fer the sne s Permanent Revuution, App. # 1, the
ARy \5 apperdices .desl-with very cencretie things, all revelving-aFeund the questien
_ :,4‘7 of lfyth V. Rn.lity a.nd all directed sgaimst the HNEATHE Enua;clopudia;
e g T e ‘ Stalimist U ‘
: '-,(’-f-‘?‘*__‘-» ‘No. 2‘ i3 en the demann+ration .r Nev. 20,.19¢4; XNe. 3 3 Ae en the gonesis =
X 3 \,\ “#f~%he Com, of the Hejeritys; ‘Ne. 4, actually the #nly impertant sne,is . .
T _sn the Fubate\Cism anc, Gapenisns” Ne. 5 is en the S and Zubrtovism; h[_o.ﬁ' N
Yo% thé Rakuvateike-of-IgREX- Decy '1904: Myth and Reality; /No,. 7.is on the =7 ./
P -._Liberati-nzats end {rade’ifiion wovement (actuslly the iiferals amd Peter -
e L - Stauve's orga.nizatiou_, .y Akimov and the rehaticns of T.u. and Party;
) . . Th&’¥ily thingd goed about Ho- 9, AP entitled Lonin's the-ry of]
. Prude Uniens, " pontueity" FET] "Conscieusnesa" ie tha.t there iz ns
RN dou'ht at all at the end that thom,h ke is the ‘main  sppeient of Lenin
T nd tha na.in pz'openent that Lenin was a.lua,ys o,ppcsad te spentaneity, it
- ig varj oledr that thias is'‘no Mgesneral FReRsdtdey principle® of npontaneity B
Lo butie very 'apaaifio, ‘correct. W witack 'by Lenin en The
Eoen mists and w‘\a.t they considered to be upon‘faneity. “that de 1o -eay;-
ha pe ra.dica.l must .0 -beyond the Bpon'taneoua organizati_,on-ot tradc _
smiens; v <Mey, 1048 the Myth ef the. MLiberd tieniate™; dle. 11 is, seme.
‘mara: Myth and. ‘Rewlity. of the - Ivarevi-Vezepenaks .- W
‘He. - -.12"1: thahlgx_“th ‘and Rea.lity of the Nosoew uarkara. ‘and here we d¢ . . .
: ..ﬁnail;n,pse _;!%Pﬂn;led eut becaupe that'c what the actukl’ leaflets: S
—«ﬂ‘ {this tik> © [ Bolshev:ks) ware entitle‘d: "The Men.dnd., Hamen_jorkern
; / o'f the Print‘ing Preguss ef the Cytin Ca. " {and it was the prirting
- weTkers @h3 made it imie generaln strike) ~— and the pecond lepflet .
3 ‘e u.ll Men- and Ho ILBQDH" (lintwki moake'bakik bolahevikov)
/ :

o o .
S . // l" ‘l‘he H.nd of news tha.t Schwartz has that the sthors would ;just
o 'I"mntin in pussing cre. "zenstvo -campaign of 1904": And in this a.otivity —
e . ea the evemte? 1905 — ¥& get the descriptien of the SD msvcmant te the (apen )
mevement (NB te RD — Den't ferget-Jan: 9 {8 Teally Jau.22, the very day A
of WSU). On pi 62 he qustes a witnezs macceunt, Samev's reminiscincos absut ’
"lnystio.rrelig{u... acptacy reigned threugheut the meeting” and that this
Capen was m#t ths enly one that was creating the spirif but that as esch
#tortured human seul" was spaaking- ' we cannet endure anymers, better
deaik than this kind ef life' ~— ne thet everyone began calling the Gapen
- greup “the Gapen Secial Demecrats". “Everywhers the initiative came frem
the lecal party workers." . *

.

TN N e g,

‘P. 70 shews that the sirikes bagan Jamn. 3 at the Putilev plant.

, ) ; The next "new" that Schwartez fpends inumerable time en, but darred if
ny : I will,/ exscept te remgmber the name of the kchapter: The hidlevakii
Cemmikaion. Cpp 75=128 ) . .

!
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‘ ’._Ch/- »3 A nn the Striko and tha Trade Uniens and,the Secial
Ducmoucy, of vhich the only inpor\tant part. ia pp. 141 - “ where o
_he Aeel uhsy corrantly that- thq@3 rnts in 1904~05; wers: T\ thn.t the Bt AR
I.en.l Natusl Ald’ vaciety was sotwiak that they cauld.n't dy’ suything Lo
l.nd ‘aven thny beume tranafermed iste trade urisnsg? -2)thut cenditisng
were s bad.ebjsotively that even the remaunts .ef the ‘Pulico-formed
‘trade unieus ef Gapen shed their pelice erigins; and(3)) that theugh
. the utolligeatsin was vary small, they were thers and ‘ﬁelped the

. nrl:ars.’ L particularly hes a very cemcise poge en the not-rioua
"gmdl‘"“ir "’8” Swhich rejected ihe very asvisn ef & trade unden i

Ru¥dTa, which id;exactly what Lenin began his werk te attack.

‘--,'.!'.'ha other chnptar that. may ha.ve seme.elenents. far 1905 uithout
' cnoepi.uulization is:Chii 4, The Seviet ef Werkers De Jy_ties, whici,
cnca éukget t:luished.-y!n"‘éu:i ciI'araga.rd a8 ~{s hew great the Mansheviks.
bt eveh Were (p. 173) ihie monages te sny that: the Nemchevik sx-
scancas he bases himself: —"Kuzov_j.ev (Zbareval.ii) smits
ienthat he was the 1gt oliairmen of ‘tiic. soviet." ever': though® that.
a one” day a.s he’ paan-d ‘over the. gnvel 1'.0 Kh.“uata.lev, whe was -
o :-amaised {he- chairmen frem then en, 'He also mentiens IP's - .
! s 25, /1921, . te th\. Inntitute of Party Histery'y: where he .~ ' -
t_he_--1905 venta. ~The’ point is that:Khrusiulev in hia' ‘bouk s
h iet-alne’ “tells the- stery,. aad sut -f"‘this'netua_ly, the enly) ] -
ng that-fa {iluminating 16 £tn. .34 en p. 182, whioh shews that theve ;
dh Jack 2ad ferth m-vrmant betwenn Bele and Henoh in’ the actital
Aiewin *hat 4P whe wAB & .{en. WAD present ‘at. the- meeting of the Hol.’ center~
ud :Benin whe .Was never anything but-a Bol. “vimted a. Men, con ercnuu
ha]d in St.. Pe’ters‘nurg inJNovemberu""

]n';“' ) . e

1 i 'l‘he very telling sectun ' desprte ite aubtitle "Twe Lenins"
i) @ .ene vhich talls uhnt‘-»wo b did in Steckhelm Nev 2-4, when he wrote. R
fh ‘article, "Our Tasks and e Seviet ‘of Wotkars™ I!fépuﬁes", which was a R
ff‘ latter te the dditers e umsvahmi‘.“ ‘Evidently since he was thea leaving
: in porson fer Buss:la, he did'not mail it smd that is the ene that suppesedly
uun"t "found® until 1940.. (Inuidenta.lly, it'e inoluded in Vel, 10 CW)..
- Here are itn ceniral psinte:
) "It is net expedient te limit the cempesitien ef trade uniens
and cnaequently participetion in the ecensmic sgtruggle te the mambers oo
of the ODP .alene"” .- i, p : .
2)) "4% the risk ef surprising my redders even mere, I must, hewsver
71 gtate M “Trem the sutset ‘that, here, tes, it ceems inexpedient te me te
'} {demard that the seviet =f werkers deputies adept the SD pregram end jein the }
) Rusagian SD Laber Party. It seemn te me that fer leading peliticul struggles
1422 the Beviet (refermog in the Qirectien describad belew) and the Party alike ..
T are md:.spel.lsa'ble at present.” _ T




: t ch -u. oao tlu nuther cenoludes freii all these guctatiens?
o hn o supp ‘and -avidently what ihe

‘whioh mko 4t clear, %hat ‘Lemin'a pseitien wes,
hu’tilit;y ‘of ‘the ‘Baliheovike themselves te that peritien was that Lenin .
“fm 4t njority? ‘Evidently, thut uanin rcturned tu kis‘ erigiml

sitis of H’ha.t iz te ve Due!ll ‘ -

I A IS B TS AT SIS SR

[L(‘lmgtex; 5, Thn O ‘ga.n‘.za.‘!’ional Pr-‘oblems pf SD is even wore. a.nd totally
"withwt reason or sense since it talks not of the 1905 revolution, bui.
“how' evexrybody wey dgainst Lenin's di.cta...*o:.i;.-.l ways, and quoting at. leug;th
toth LTs"1904 attack on MK Lenin and Kls attack on Lenin also of 1904 ..
i'gésfa(ulso Kas full .of: con’qra.;lictions becguse the minute. ke.does xeach
1905 (p. 283)Lenin’s ¥t article. “On Réor
: 1/163 spesks: a.'bou%‘“j.'[e;is dbsolutely"né'ces‘
of th .sem:e* ‘apraratus more: ‘and mor¢ new overt and” sem:.-ovcrb I‘arty or-
.. (and‘organizations associated with the Party). . -Without -
'1:1'1'. is: impossible to -adapt our. a.ct:.vity to the nai condit:.ons

} 'aolva new problema ;o

LA s'p:ec:.sely this pariod a.nd. 'l:h:m a.rt:.cle and‘in th:.s
6 (10) tha.t enin mede that’ ma.gnificant quota.tion tha.t Iuse. a.ll

‘dcna:a gr:ea.t deal 'l'owa.rd. turning this apontanelt*- :ni'o conaciousnass. "_

- ¢

Do not- ima.gins non-existing terrors, comrades,"

L ’rﬂ-.areunon, of LOLIISS, 'I:ha.t Menshevik scholaxr concJudas that this
'mas.ns the Monsheviks were democrats and Linin was an autocra.t as is -
. "proven" by the Bolsheviks in Cct, 1917, who, "put an end to the denocratic
‘ ._.«ievelopnent of_ the vevolu‘tion." _

B T R S T e e T
Now then, the first appendix to which ¥ refer, the Permanent Revolutlon,

begins with trying to nrove that ¥arx didn't really mean Permanent Revolution,
On this one point, Draper is magn:l.ficent in his expose (Imcidentally, Sewartxz
bases himsel¥ on Nicolaevsky, "whe is distorting history" which he delivered
th the American Fhilosophical Society in 1961.)}- After he supposedly proves

_that Marx didn't have a podition on pern. rev'n he rroceeds to show how

“much it rzaliy was in the air in 1905 that everyone from RL to KK to Mahrnmg
were using the exvregsion, r'inally, ©v. 249, he gets to LT.gu ?d)u)ad.

14223 |
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.o A here what's interesting is thet Parvus's foreword to LT's pamphlet. . - .
“fo Efcra Jan,: 15 the. stxess on the "peasnants Incapacity R A
. reyolutionary independent action. " (n'p..252, £ti. 16, he. edfoscs o
L. LT's elaim dn My Life . that Kragin lnd presented Teotsky's viaw ay -
. the Bolshevik conlerence, that Lenin accevted ‘it " as a corxeotive” of . . |
-Lenin*a position, and he quotes directly {wom the Protckolls of. the Jrd Congrass
-Aprdl-tay 1905, which quotes Krasin'ih {ull, and no such "Trobalyist™ ' .0

-position-is seen there, However, Schwartz does catch himsels long enough/ - -
o to eyt U But the disagroement was. not yet substantial encugh to . :
<., pwesent Trotsky from feeling a.bsic solldarity with Kmsin on the | © |
" question of the provisional government.” = And again, he ends up with
. Lenin svpposedly. eaderskng 17's position in 917, - s S

1

sl 'This, book 1s:part ‘of the Inter~university -- Froject on the By
OFthe: Menshvik. Movemont, that 13 in the: Colusbia Uyiversity but dec
é‘p{ ed-by ‘the-Hoover. Institution and published by the University,
tio8go.: . The Prefac 1s°by Leorold. Hainmon, Tt came oub;ahiead ¢
The:lst: yoluns projented, which ias ' of |
gvolirtions Rye Social-Dam




